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Kr* i>avid i^iartin 
Aosociatad rrerys 
VjOO Conn. Ave«, iiV 
VRahir.i^cn, L.CJ# 

Doar l=ir. I'^artin, 

Aeons tho»^ who have written criticjali^boat tho Varron Report I ac, in naveral 
iSajoi* i^speota, a rainority of one* 

My approach .*%nd attitude ^j:o unique, as a reading of tho introduotica to 2 ^ 
first bOf)k, ^Mtewiuih, tlie Rop^^rt on the ’i/arren Report, ^fill show# (aP had it.) 

3inco then I have never done any theorizing abou^ wlio killed JFK* 

1 am ixou anti--^v,a'mi.vnt, as your own files ondjr Peace Ooxiw will ohow. At 
the some time 1 kner^ from th© insilo ho7/ goveitoc'nt works, ours and others* 

I was an invoatii^ative repoi’tor when it nieont soiaethiii^j loort; than cultivating 
leaks* I was an investigator for tho Seoate and on analyst in intelligence* These 
iixp. lienees influouoe bow I think anri work* 

Had it not been for what I regarded as the evil doctrine of Kdward Kpstoin’a 
and Mark Laito’s books, which feilowod my first, all of tliC work I*ve done since then 
would have been difforeat* 

Before I was able to poclnfc my first book I had researched one that I have not 
since had time to write* I call It Tiger to Rides the Tjfntold Story of the Cuba i^isiie 
Crisis* vThe story J will tell remains largely untold ten years after that research 
was coripleted*) 

As it appears in todo;^*a Post under the hoed **HLan to Slay Castro Tied to JFk*s 
Orders,^ yc/ur story crosses into that wosic. 

After reading it 1 tell you what I told you yectordoyi you (and all the pro'js) 
are being used* 

four Ueaning all reporters*) sources are not dealing witli honestly* V/bat 
I read to you that you l»ad not be%n told of that Robert Kennedy lott&i is but one 
of many examples* ^ read to you about Colciuan and Slawcon and what I referred 
you to and offered you is another ozample* I recall no singl, otory in wliat euDomits 
to a campaign I sew clearly enou^ early this year to start keeping files on it of 
which this is not true* 

•The repetition of what the Warren Coamision and its executive-branch allies 
(perhaps tho order should be reversed because J, Edgar viaa the leader) did 

with and to tlie press is olear* That the presa also has not learned its lesson is, 
too* (I put it this way because I do not aacuM diahon^ct intent by reporters or 
their editors.) 

To me your tod^y*» stojT Uiurtrates too wisdom of the Po«t8e two-source rule 
in tta Water(5ate handling* jUmadnle^s “I was working for the hi-d»et autiiorlty in 
the land" might reioind you of Watergate, too* 

Xf his someone imioh more Intimate** with JFK than ficOeorg® Aindy toms out to 
be dead and unable to give a different account I»ll not be surprised. My candidate 
is we whoso partisan X never was* 

I have no r;liiotanoe risking my reputation as a propl>et and analyst* in forecasting 
.^here alx this will lead and the esaanoe of what it will say and w^y* ^ 

The Hookefeller Ooiffidselon will find that the ClA had indeed done all those 
things already reported (and none otder of consequence). Xt will saye these things 
ought never be d(Hie and that henceforth the CIA will not* 

A Warren Cotauissioa parallel is ^orlna Oswald, their first **wltn 8 B 3 ** when she 
was a witness to nothing* 3he was to testify to directly oppoaite all of substance 
she had already said* So, she said simply up to now I*ve boen a liar but from now 
on I'll noc lie* Whereupon ahe began to lie* 

The cooing report will also find that in all cases these CIA excesses were the 
direct leaponaibility of Preaidenta and those acting for them* Road mostly Democrats* 
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Bepeclally Kennadya. 

W iudldal balance, saying that the Cl A haa done veiy well 

d T tc natlomd eecurlty. And tJiat it is not 

® criticisins the refutation or wnlch 

to have caused the only nctual InTOetigatton by and for this CWission. Sone 
^ceaeary. It ia an eaoraoas overidll operation the intent of which 
^ ^ ' “ duplication of official work done long apo, mostly with tha ao- 

md the JHt autopsy, both of wMoh will be e^oualy miaused. 

^ f ^ i^sponslblee an’ sclfepromotora they will cite, none 

an autmatic expert oa tlis gubject# * 

Nobody Jb the pros had any doubts about what tLnd of Coianlesiou this would be 
when its -suberahip was announced. Cc-ro-xts Tfsra few and noon djoojed. 

that nobody ii. th. pres: asked se a single 
^ rottonest records on thr! Van^an ^ 

^niasion, quite the pioty of his faithfuUy reported aelf-serTing declarations 

rjportor sacaa to have aaicei hiii «ia,t rrfi.^tjr- th? WaT^^Seport^ 
investigating' the ClA, XLX editors aoemod to bo content to bo used for 
his propa^^Jida purpoccc» utxritlcally# 

helln’^irn!?’ evldo^e ^d the of evidence for which I-avid 

reap^Mc it would hsve been imposaLble for the- Kon4i-t 

^ ^ w t 1^9 ttc literally on t)«sa chargea and take se up on it 

my ^ a large plwe on this but I doubt thore win be 

iVonldent ard will run again that ford has a gn.at 
Btako In Rockofellor Report and what without doubt it will saw Ifo nAT-c,r,««iitr aa . 

ss 1” ''■r*”’”” ~ “ 

been charged ^th crtrdnal activity for pejrt of It. ib* first ,ut a foiwer camoaian 
Cnow in the WMto House, John/ R/^ stUea^ on the oublao tr^.^ 

and sold It fo^ profit^It took L 

\%1 until .^ftsw year to got that ti^nricrlpt, ultin>^t4te bv tho ?0IA Lw in a suit 

official perju^ it. I also bSdwe it to 
la I "h. nation?! :»cuTlty" was ovartonuod in coui-t. if t-Oa 

^ content vfitli this he the^ 

if md was careful to roiwsent tl,at he had nia-le chuag-ea in 

V coaparlaon in oy tfhitewaah IVtTOP SBCHHf JiX ABsasainatlon 

oTSTciJ*®^ ?S .'lonsatlcnal criticisms 

f f* aerabera, parttcularly Allen DuUes. Unprece'ientod 

^ in W fa conflation hearlaga. For oortala, the Ue being under oath and mtortal 
this woolu bi ?erJ«T 3 '. If 4y recolloctlon Is ooj-rect he lied lat-'r insayln.!- he does * 

T^^fZ L Vf contrl^l'L^^af itLk 

BananSL?^o?‘^^^°“ the ?ord/EellV Hepublican Corordsnion and the focua of the 

wSSTtrt l^uvSrM??! ‘d ^ particularly the ir.'^levant 

being served and for which the press is lotting- itself be used, ^ 

the T ia the repeated alio^Uons tluit 

controlJed again) withheld essential e^enoe from 
Ford 3 ee^lior Co-Klselon? hot only is it obvious t.^et nothin couid haw b!S ui^n 

SaW^S thA ^ ■”*" vJontorwion'a o-^ riles tlio doounK^ta 

^t proved tire borauiaaion nad what allegedly had been withheld. 1 offered you the 

a^iaasif icatlOT of triem when they n«ver qualified for claaalfication. into whv 
they were not declassified In tl» aany mxdatory reviews, and into th- Stw of 
^class^ication. ndgM make an interesting story. Tha Archives has not^wored 
iny questioiui on wila,)his i» also a Coleiiau-aiawaon story.) 
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How witting was to all of this is api,p6ent ia tlio two transcripts I lust 
hie is ia Whitwaab IV. I aeve Don Rothbcrg tin- other. I encourage you 
to roGcl than; far younjelfa • 

In than you will also find tho begimiing of this onU-Kenaedy oaapaiga. One 
fom if tho aotu9lity, that the Cor.ri.3aion had heforo it its woric what Bobby 

Kennedy is alleged to have wltbhelti from it. 

-llegntioas that those ex2eutiv*o iigcsnciaa withlicld the oncentiel firoa 
..Iv? Warreri/P ord CoiTH^iisslon ji.s the one 'woy Ford cau be oxoul^«atc<ie 

VlnM -5i)0 Old boys lot tt-eir hair down it waa inden.i ooMtidre. ®h'w> in whnt 
teey oT^t»i t . be perpetual seciecy HubboH, who qualifiad as an expert, aald t}M> 

OIA would twlat «/iytidng, a Icsjoe tou-ai.-'a reporU^-s ulght l.urti. /mi their editors. 
«nd ^.on JoJm MoOloy told hiis feiiow iaLaboi-s» tiiai laaao ^ou l*cvi.-:n, ivjid by a maior 
?ub.Uoatioii, h::;d »ozet .-»oce.-ic to '‘aidna, wtu* ,aograj;a.da,7 lor to rJLlcgo t>ut Oswald 
was a Rus.?lan ngont, they agieed tnxo woiiid ou uidaai.'jrf oua and ^ullos of ''o red to 
uos hie porsoriBl friaadrdiip to cut that cif. jiuh this L» alnJ road Uithb^-’.rs'o 

or the 1/22/64 eiecutxve session, ajpctai on conspiracy. Pord was present and 
r-3xtleip-.vt-sd, wittingly. ^ 

^ ^ treat this stoiy In the 

ycut.'r^ 1 will alwoy's bo avsllablo wb-ui thnrs is a chance I can be 
of help. There is nobody who has dono the work I have. To elate bhci-e has been nc 
aa^ct 01 ms inati.-f netted story oa which I /k.w, not vujd'jd.JU havi rolavaat 
nice or official documenta f ill once witlihsld* 

None of thB Xasi on the othrr side, say holin' 3 pirsc-nal record on tho 'ia ’ran 
OEl^cn or Pord’e, is nmra, of course, dut ii’ tin. cuiTont concept of -o.-s eve- 
reverts to the trodltioaol one, 1 wil* \x- aviUlabi*. 

1 *Jlthor ^r^nally or at rcrairing to nP oidy. 1 enve that 
1/2^ 4 traucript aiaiy - xeroxes - 4/25/7? in *iev. Ic-rk Sity. i root reporter ret 

^ reporter was tlwre. When these poporo carried 

Ph<»»d t.x! Jtar. »*en Ar's acoux-ab. and ftdr atoTy was on the wire 

Ox these vhroe papers carried a word. Uy any uoiuia standard it was news, often 
iron, pass aiii away firoic wushingteu soB-. -imos tut lou<l story. 

The.sc ore the three papers seen by Boet iogialators. 

Ihio people spoko to the Post ,.atioBal deidc and rspoided wiiat they wo;-o tcl-^ to 
ae by plione. One was told the person to wimhb spoke dluu t kao- uly tlu stor- was 
not canlcJ but aee-jmod it sas a oocisioa aaos hi^-r uf. i!hc aecond woo told, in 
rffect. that one transcript is all t^erdpte, (dwro woo no noiia to the Boat bt-cause 
ll printing 0-: tho l/iT7/c4 ireuiscript, and ansu:a.'lly tlsat ic why 

the entirely ^f«mnt story about an enUrely different transcript wao not coed. 

I it iu>t inappropraato for so to close ss Dales ended thr.t I/22/64 mectinr. 

with worda aUli not reported in tb^ preasi ?I think this rrcorl ought to be dostroyod." 

Ovwsll dxdn’t say it bett^.r. 






Harold Woiober^ 



